Abstract: Abstract: South Korea and Indonesia have experienced similar military political interventions and coups which brought a long military authoritarian regime. Strong military authoritarian regime with their own ruling parties could last for 18 years in South Korea and 32 years in Indonesia. In South Korea, Park Chung-hee Regime ended in 1979 when he was murdered by his subordinates, which was followed by the dissolution of the ruling party, Democratic Republican Party. Whereas in Indonesia, the reform movement with socio-political instability by the economic crisis in 1997 resulted the collapse of Suharto's hegemony and authoritarian regime in 1998 while the ruling party, Golkar still exists today. This study aims to find answers to why there have been differences in the end of both parties, related with the political party institutionalization. And this study would like to show that the Democratic Republican Party failed to be institutionalized while the Golkar Party could survive and win the election again. Thus, this study would like to say that the level of institutionalization must be different in the Democratic Republican Party and the Golkar Party.
Introduction a. Background
After World War II, a common phenomenon found in many newly independent Asian countries was military political intervention such as a coup. Due to a lack of democratic political experience and social instability, almost all newly independent countries in Asia have experienced direct political intervention and enormous political influence by the military, and military political dominance has continued in several countries so far. 1 South Korea in Northeast Asia and Indonesia in Southeast Asia have very different environments such as language, religion and race, but both countries have very similar historical backgrounds. In addition to similar experiences in economic development and democratization, these two countries have experienced similar military interventions and military coups that have brought long authoritarian regime. President Park Chung-hee carried out a military coup in 1961 in South Korea and was elected as the 2nd president in 1963. President Suharto, Indonesia's 2nd president, took supreme political power in 1966 by Supersemar (Eleventh March Order: Sequence Eleventh March), and became president of Indonesia in 1968. The time gap between the two regimes was about five years apart from the start, but there was homogeneity which led to a long authoritarian regime with a strong military background. Through their direct or indirect military coup, 1 Howard Handelman, The Challenge of Third World Development (Upper Saddle River, New Jersey: Prentice Hall, 1996), p. 186.
General Park Chung-hee ruled for 18 years and General Suharto ruled for 32 years. 
b. Research Problem
Even if military political intervention in political parties in two countries looked very similar, each ruling party finally had a big difference at the end. When there was a new military coup after the death of Park Chung-hee in South Korea in 1979, the Democratic Republican Party was dismissed by a new military elite group. 3 However, in Indonesia, President Suharto was able to hand over his presidency to Vice President Habibie in 1998 without collisions between elite groups in the military or massive bloodshed on the streets. Indeed, Golkar could return to normal political party and has survived so far.
c. Research Question
From the background and the problems that have been presented, the research question is why the military needed 2 
d. Research purposes
This study aims to study differences in political party institutionalization under military authoritarian regime in South Korea and Indonesia and will examine in more detail how these differences in institutionalization affected the sustainability of each political party. The reason for choosing two countries is the military authoritarian regime which began with the same historical background, causing the two ruling political parties, Democratic Republican Parties in South Korea and GOLKAR in Indonesia. 4 
Theoretical Review
Huntington saw the party system develops in four stages. The first step is stage of factionalism, the second one is the stage of the polarization, the expansion phase is the third stage, and the fourth stage is political institutionalization with acquiring the value and stability of the party organization.
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Step Institutionalization is necessary for political parties to acquire and sustain value and stability. Huntington argues that the degree of institutionalization of all political systems can be judged by adaptability, complexity, autonomy, coherence of its organizations and procedures. If these elements were identified and measured, the political system could be described as institutionalized systems. It is also possible to measure deepening or weakening of institutionalization of a specific organization. 
Methods
This research will be conducted using a type of analytic descriptive research that seeks to describe complex social realities through simplification and classification by utilizing concepts to explain an analytic political phenomenon. In terms of simplifying the complexity of political reality, a qualitative approach in this study is carried out without going through hypothesis testing such as ordinary quantitative research. However, to facilitate understanding and relatively accurate analysis, a general assumption is needed to explain the relationship of the influential variables in this study. Furthermore, this research will be effective when carried out by relying on official data such as statistics and political indicators that are recognized in South Korea and Indonesia. This study is a literature study that collects, classifies, and analyzes data and other materials related to the above problems both in the form of documents, books, journals, periodical scientific magazines, newspapers, magazines, pages on websites and others. others and field research.
Results

The Process of Taking Over Power by the Military
May 16 coup and military government in South Korea
Early on the morning of May 16, 1961 
Suharto's Takeover of Sukarno's Power
The end of the Old Order power which was identified with the Soekarno government could not be separated from the G30S / PKI event in 1965. This event not only made the fall of the Soekarno power regime, but also this was done by Suharto to purge the PKI movement and its mass organizations. According to Elson, Suharto's massive actions in following up on the G30S / PKI were motivated by two things. First, the motive for recognition is that the times have changed fundamentally since October 1, 1965. These changes, among others, can be seen from PKI forces that were previously strong, the PKI was also close to Sukarno, after the G 30S / PKI events were in ruin. 
Strengthening Ruling Ideologies to Keep Power
The military in South Korea which took control of the state through a coup tried to strengthen its ideology with an anticommunism ideology aimed at national security and developmentalism. The military in Korea at that time wanted to institutionalize the ideology with the following arguments: First reason was to secure the legitimacy of the military coup and military government in terms of the security crisis and anti-communism under the structure of the armistice. The Park Chung-Hee regime also tried to strengthen anti-communism education, its relationship with the United States and push forward with the modernization of the army by anticommunism as its basic ideology. Second reason was to create good relations between the United States and Korea. Therefore, Korea needs an anti-communist ideology to consolidate an alliance with the United States.
Besides that, like the military regimes around the world in general, the Park Chung-hee regime in South Korea tries to use developmentalism as a basic ideology and actively used it to defend the regime along with the anti-communism ideology. The main purpose of using developmentalism was to secure the legitimacy of the coup and government. 10 In Indonesia, ideology tends to be developed as a comprehensive doctrine. The dominant view believed by the government, especially the New Order government, was that Pancasila was the norm and value. Pancasila is a belief system or ideology that determines how things should be. The type of political system and therefore the structure of dominance is also developed from understanding the ideology of Pancasila as this comprehensive doctrine. In Langenberg's words, the New Order was a state and a state system at the same time (executive, military, police, parliament, bureaucracy and court), which since 1965/19966 built a hegemony with the formulation of ideology as its pillar.
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The implications of the formulation of the Pancasila ideology as an organic totality are seen, for example, since 1985 all social and political organizations were led by law to accept Pancasila as the only philosophical basis, as a single principle and every citizen who ignores the Pancasila or any social organization that rejects Pancasila as a single principle will be 
Military in Parties and the National Assembly
To secure the legitimacy of government decisions and to stabilize governance, Park Chung-hee Regime, which took power through a coup, provided a systematic way for military officers to enter parliament and be active in political recruitment for military officers. In 1963, in the 6th general election, 31 retired generals were elected as 17.7% of the total members of the National Assembly, and that was 21.1% of the total members of the National Assembly from the 7th general election in 1967. In the 4th Republic was formed through amendments to the Constitution in 1972, members of the National Assembly including many military officers were appointed by the president, and members of the National Assembly from the military numbered were 37 people, 16% of the total members of the National Assembly opened after the 10th general election in 1978. 
The military also had a hierarchical network from province to district. By law, for example, the military didn't need to compete in elections, but they just could order people to choose a party or organization by its dominant power in local area. 16 The role of the bureaucracy and ABRI in Golkar can be seen in how the semi-formal mechanism in Golkar worked in decision making procedures at all levels. This mechanism is known as the "three lane" semi-formal mechanism, namely A / ABRI, B / Bureaucracy, and G / Golkar. 17 This was done to reduce diversity in Golkar. ABRI also entered various government structures, BUMN: Badan Usaha Milik Negara, and villages with various organizational forms and positions. The bureaucracy was used by the New Order to win Golkar votes. It is then said that ABRI and the bureaucracy were political machines for political mobilization in the Suharto government.
Weakening Parliament to Keep Power
In the 1960s, especially the October Restoration regime brought the phenomenon of executive institutions extending the power of the president. Since the 3rd Republic, the military had strengthened executive branch to make a strong regime structure and they built government with people based on personal relationships and the same geographical place. The Central Intelligence Agency and the Security Command had been mobilized to gather information about the entire community and reinforce the president's power. Taking control of these forces and strengthening the government meant that the power and dominance of the president was out of law. To achieve this, the president exercised great control over elections, the media, interest groups, the National Assembly, and the judiciary using force and authority. As a result, although the National Assembly could control the monopoly and dictatorship of the government with legislative powers, authority to review government budgets and the right to supervise, there was no way to regulate power after the parliament was weakened and the government became bigger and stronger. 18 In this period in Indonesia, DPR, National Assembly of Indonesia, was under control of administration. The democratization in Indonesia during the New Order did not go well because the President's power was considered too large and weakened the function of the DPR. The DPR as a legislative body expected to be able to carry out checks and balances was only a decorator of the constitutional structure, which was shown only to strengthen Suharto's position as 16 (1966-1998) 
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The International Journal of Social Sciences and Humanities Invention, vol. 6, Issue 08, August, 2019 president. 19 During the new order, the DPR and MPR carried out their duties under the shadow of executive power, or only became an extension of the executive and thus turned off the legislative process. The executive power at that time was very strong, making Indonesia an authoritarian state. Executive institutions in the era of Suharto's leadership have a strategic role. The Indonesian parliament in the new order or the DPR-MPR, despite having constitutional authority to co-operate with the executive and the judiciary, failed to implement a check and balance mechanism because the legislature and the judiciary were "forced" to support any executive decision. 20 In other words, the division of power during the New Order with the concept of Trias Politica did not go accordingly.
Weakening of Regimes and Ideological Failures 5.1 Security, economic and political crises in Korea
The move by the United States to withdraw US troops from South Korea is huge security crisis to South Korea. conglomerate. 22 In terms of politics, Park Chung-hee's government in power for a long time caused a failure of the government to exercise power in accordance with the constitution. After the military coup, various policies emerged which reduced the aspirations of the people, namely the seizure and censorship to the mass media, the declaration of martial law, the formation of the Military Revolution Committee and the Supreme Council, and social purification measures to eliminate democracy through repression and violence. In the end, the failure of the ideology of development also led to the crisis of the Park Chung-hee regime and the Democratic Republican Party. The role of the Democratic Republican Party which used bureaucrats and civilian politicians as instruments of power, could not develop by itself while the military authoritarian regime exercised overall control, and the Democratic Republican Party ideology failed to get full support. A political crisis due to the crisis of the ruling party eventually led to the crisis of all aspects of government.
Economic, Political and Legal Crises in Indonesia
The Indonesian economic crisis reached its peak in 1998, which was marked by a contraction with economic growth of -13.1%. One of the main impacts of the economic crisis in Indonesia was the occurrence of many fundamental changes in the economic, social, political and cultural order that could determine the direction of state life. This multidimensional crisis was an anticlimax of the success of the Indonesian economy for almost three decades in the New Order government since the launch of the First Repelita: 5-year economic development plan in 1969. 23 In addition, the political crisis that occurred in 1998 was mounting due to various political policies issued by the New Order government during its tenure based on implementation of Pancasila democracy in order to maintain the power of President Suharto and his cronies. During the New Order era, political life was very repressive, namely the existence of strong pressure from the government against the opposition or people who think critically. 24 The political crisis as a factor causing the reform movement, the public demanded reforms both in people's lives, as well as in the Indonesian government. 25 In political life, people assume that government pressure on the opposition is very large, especially seen in the harsh treatment of a person or group who oppose or give criticism of policies carried out by the government. In the legal field, the government intervened as well, and laws were often used as a means of justifying the rulers. This fact was contrary to the provisions of Article 24 of the 1945 Constitution which states that the judiciary must be independent to the authority of the government (executive). The implementation of the law during the New Order government had many injustices and was not in accordance with the 1945 Constitution because the power of the judiciary was under executive authority. The National Human Rights Commission (Komnas HAM) stated that the event was categorized as a gross violation of Human Rights (HAM) committed by Suharto and the New Order regime he led. 26 These human rights violations were:
Cases 
Political Challenges and Shifting Power 6.1 Challenges of Opposition Parties and Civil Groups in South Korea
The Democratic Republican Party, which had been solid for 10 years, faced major changes in the 8th general election in 1971. Although the Democratic Republican Party has made every effort to maintain its long-term regime, the opposition party got a lot of votes by focusing on the issue of Park Chung-hee regime's long-term power and undue corruption. 27 Another factor in the crisis which the Democratic Republican Party and the government met was civil society which emerged as the core of the demands of democratization along with opposition parties. In the mid-1970s, Park Chung-hee Regime actively launched security issues to maintain power. As mentioned, Park Chung-hee Regime faced various civil society and student resistance at the end of the leadership. The government considered to mobilize the military to suppress resistance even if it could cause a lot of sacrifice by suppression. However, when the democratization demonstration became severe, civil society grew and opposition parties opposed strongly, Park Chung-hee Regime and the ruling Democratic Republican Party gradually collapsed.
Suharto's Leadership Weakness in Indonesia
The political crisis that occurred at the end of the New Order 26 Tempo.co, "National Human Rights Commission: Five Severe Human Rights Violations in Suharto's Period," access from https://nasional.tempo.co/read/38767/komnas-ham-limapelanggaran-ham-berat-di-masa-soeharto 27 The 7th presidential election in South Korea was a direct election held on April 27, 1971 , and Park Chung-hee won Kim Dae-jung by a margin of 900,000 votes. However, later officials and experts analyzed that Kim Dae-jung would have gone ahead of a million mark if there was no illegal election. government was caused by long authoritarian regime and economy. Article 2 of the 1945 Constitution of Indonesia had stated that "Sovereignty is in hands of the people and fully implemented by the MPR". Basically, de jure (legally) the people's sovereignty was carried out by the MPR as representatives of the people, but de facto (in reality) MPR members were arranged and engineered, so that the majority of MPR members were appointed based on nepotism. These situation and structure resulted emergence of disbelief in government institutions, the DPR and the MPR, which led reform movement. The reform movement demanded total reform in all fields, including the membership of the parliament. The demand that President Suharto step down was increasingly voiced by students in various places, and students' movements resulted in clashes with security forces. On May 12, 1998, thousands of Trisakti students held a demonstration against Suharto's re-election as President. They also demanded the recovery of the economic situation in Indonesia which had been hit by a crisis since 1997. 28 Suharto was further shocked when his ministers, led by Akbar Tanjung and Ginandjar Kartasasmita, held a meeting and compiled a statement that they were unwilling to take office in the new cabinet and urged the President to step down. Suharto ordered Minister of State Secretary Saadillah Mursjid to immediately prepare for the process of presidency resignation in a constitutional manner. Suharto also ordered that his resignation would be carried out at the Merdeka Palace. On Thursday, May 21, 1998 President Suharto read out his resignation letter which was then followed by Vice President Habibie's succession for the position of President of the Republic of Indonesia. 29 
Changes in Politics and Government Party 7.1 Collapse of the Democratic Republican Party
On October 26, 1979, President Park Chung-hee completed his business trip and held a dinner party with Cha Ji-cheol, President's Guards chief, Kim Ki-hyun, Chief Secretary, and Kim Jae-gyu, Director of the Central Intelligence Agency. During the meal, the debate began between Cha Ji-cheol and Kim Jae-kyu, which eventually led to the end of the regime when Kim Jae-kyu killed President Park Chung-hee who was unexpectedly shot in the middle of the meal. President Park Chung-hee's sudden death brought political chaos to the Democratic Republican Party and authoritarian regime. In Huntington's theory of political party institutionalization, institutionalized political parties have regular succession procedures, and there are succession plans at certain times through a systematic selection and successor training process. Party showed the most difficult in choosing a successor as one of institutionalization. After the general election on June 8, 1967 , the main internal issue in the Democratic Republican Party was the internal struggle over successors after the Park Chung-hee era. After Park Chung-hee's political vacuum, civil society and political parties showed confrontations about democratization.
When new military officers took over military power after the 1212 incident, Choi Gyu-ha, acting president, was paralyzed by the military. This situation was immediately followed by the expansion of martial law on May 17 in 1980, which led to a military authoritarian regime again. As a result, the internal divisions of the Democratic Republican Party and the leadership crisis have given the military elite new reasons for political intervention.
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The Democratic Republican Party was not autonomous from the government as well. New military officers led by General Chun Doo-hwan arrested former regime officials for the corruption of Park Chung-hee 's regime. After Kim Jong-pil was arrested, including high-ranking officials, he was released after resignation with dedicating his wealth to the country. Kim Jong-pil left the Party on June 14, 1980 and resigned from the chairman of the party. In this way, the Democratic Republican Party accelerated decline of the party in the party's internal and external crises. It failed to overcome the power struggle with the new military elites, and finally was dissolved.
Golkar in the era of democratic transition
The challenge arose after the end of the New Order power.
There was a lot of encouragement from the public and interest groups to dissolve Golkar, and they pointed Golkar was not suitable party with the trend of reform in all societies. 32 Golkar was considered part of Suharto's New Order regime, and many people thought Golkar had to be dissolved to make the reforms proceed correctly. The insistence on the dissolution of Golkar was stated from the grassroots level, and clashes often occurred in masses from organizations to other political parties. Golkar's flags were burned by parties on behalf of reformist groups, and several Regional Representative Council (DPD) offices were burned by the mob. Events held by Golkar were not protected from mass attacks. Facing huge crisis of the party, Golkar tried to change people's concept that Golkar was the same body with the New Order regime, trying to make itself as more public political party. With a new flag called the Golkar Party, although the pressure for dissolution was still high, the Golkar Party could become a participant in the 1999 elections. The victory of the Golkar Party could not be separated from the leadership of the Golkar Party in the transitional era, which succeeded to get glory again like the Suharto era. The modern Golkar Party does not use power of the government or military for its victory, but Golkar uses party structures and working programs that can steal people's hearts to win the election. 34 While a lot of ruling parties in other countries had difficulty in surviving from decline or dissolution when the authoritarian government collapsed, survival of the Golkar Party from pressures on dissolution and winning votes were an extraordinary achievement. The Golkar showed different 33 Aulia A Rachman, The image of the public about Golkar, 
Conclusion
In South Korea, President Park Chung-hee's sudden death caused collapse of the government and ruling party: The Democratic Republican Party. In this sense, the party's organization and political position are maintained only by President Park Chung-hee's leadership. The failure to institutionalize the Democratic Republican Party was caused by the will of the supreme ruler who obsessed maintaining long-term regime only. Chaos in the party happened due to sudden death of the president who always pressured opposition parties, civil society groups and civilian politicians insisting the change of power, which led to the collapse of the Democratic Republican Party. The reason for this phenomenon can be explained by loss of legitimacy of the military authoritarian regime, lack of institutionalization and ideological failure of the ruling party. Meanwhile, in the leadership of the Golkar Party, the era of transition emerged a new political culture. The Golkar Party under the leadership of Akbar Tandjung underwent a transformation from an organization that relied on power with the help of bureaucrats and Indonesian military to a modern organization that relied on institutionalized party structures and new visions to win in elections. It is not easy to change an organization from the ruling party of the military authoritarian regime into an independent public party. 35 Regarding institutionalization of political parties, Samuel P. Huntington argued that institutionalization is the process to have value and stability of the party. Facing similar crises of leaders' absence, Golkar showed outstanding adaptability, complexity, autonomy and coherence to survive from collapse of the Suharto regime while the Democratic Republican Party must be dismissed due to insufficient institutionalization in adaptability, complexity, autonomy and coherence after Park Chung-hee's sudden death.
